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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on May 26, 2005 has been entered. Claims 1, 4-8 
and 10-13 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant contends that Ma fails to disclose an application that includes an original 
service module and an original control module as well as an upgraded control module and an 
upgraded service module, and further contends that Ma fails to disclose an application, in the 
middle-tier, where modules are upgraded (Applicant's remarks, page 7, first paragraph). 

However, Ma discloses an application (see, for example, server application 86 in FIG. 5 
and installed application 66 in FIG. 3) that includes an original service module (see, for example, 
objects 82 in FIG. 5, and old object class 68' in FIG. 3) and an original control module (see, for 
example, workflow rules 81 in FIG. 5, and old object class 68' in FIG. 3) as well as an upgraded 
control module (see, for example, new object class 68 in FIG. 3) and an upgraded service module 
(see, for example, new object class 68 in FIG. 3). Furthermore, Ma expressly discloses that the 
modules are upgraded in the application (see, for example, column 6, lines 58-60, "modified 
class 68 is Copied into installed application 66," and column 8, lines 25-27, "changes to server 



Application/Control Number: 09/833,845 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2192 

objects 82 in server-side application 86"). The server application 86 is in server 90, which is a 
middle tier between remote client 88 and application database 64 (see, for example, FIG. 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4, Claims 1, 4-8 and 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Pat. No. 5,920,725 to Ma et al. (art of record, "Ma"). 

With respect to claim 1 (currently amended), Ma discloses a method for performing an 
online upgrade to a JAVA application (see, for example, the abstract, which shows a method for 
performing an online upgrade to an application, and column 13, lines 18-39, which shows that 
the application is a JAVA application), the method comprising: 

(a) executing an application in a middle-tier between a client browser and databases (see, 
for example, FIG. 5, which shows executing a server application 86 in a middle-tier server 90 
between a remote client 88 and an application database 64), the application having an original 
service module and an original control module (see, for example, objects 92 and workflow rules 
81, respectively, in FIG. 5), wherein the original control module includes application-specific 
policies for the application defining application-specific strategies and policies for the 
application (see, for example, column 8, lines 37-39), and the original service module includes 
actual code for the application (see, for example, column 13, lines 49-55); 
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(b) generating an upgraded control module defining upgraded application-specific 
policies relative to the original control module (see, for example, column 8, line 55), the 
upgraded control module being defined by upgraded class files (see, for example, new object 
class 68 in FIG. 3, and column 6, lines 58-60) loaded from a system repository that is part of the 
databases (see, for example, meta object database repository 62 in FIG. 3, and column 6, lines 
39-40 and 52-55); and 

(c) creating an upgraded service module using the upgraded control module (see, for 
example, column 8, lines 58-62), the upgraded service module is generated using upgraded class 
files for the upgraded service module loaded from the system repository (see, for example, new 
object class 68 and meta object database repository 62 in FIG. 3, and column 6, lines 31-34, 52- 
55 and 58-60), the application providing online execution services when upgrading the original 
control module and original service module (see, for example, column 4, lines 59-63, which 
shows that the application provides online execution services when upgrading the modules). 

With respect to claim 4 (previously presented), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, 
and Ma further discloses the operation of disabling requests to the original service module (see, 
for example, column 7, lines 22-25 and 40-45, which shows disabling requests to the original 
objects by marking them as invalid and deleting them). 

With respect to claim 5 (original), the rejection of claim 4 is incorporated, and Ma further 
discloses the operation of enabling requests to the upgraded service module (see, for example, 
column 7 5 lines 22-25 and 40-45, which shows enabling requests to the upgraded objects by 
loading and instantiating them). 
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With respect to claim 6 (original), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Ma further 
discloses the operation of upgrading a child application using the upgraded control module (see, 
for example, column 7, lines 46-51). 

With respect to claim 7 (previously presented), the rejection of claim 6 is incorporated, 
and Ma further discloses the operation of passing the application-specific policies to a control 
module of the child application (see, for example, column 8, lines 20-25). 

With respect to claim 8 (currently amended), Ma discloses a JAVA platform capable of 
performing online software upgrades (see, for example, the abstract, which shows a platform 
capable of performing online software upgrades, and column 13, lines 18-39, which shows that 
the platform is a JAVA platform), the JAVA platform comprising: 

(a) an application in a middle-tier between a client browser and databases (see, for 
example, FIG. 5, which shows a server application 86 in a middle-tier server 90 between a 
remote client 88 and an application database 64), the application having an original service 
module and an original control module (see, for example, objects 92 and workflow rules 81, 
respectively, in FIG. 5), wherein the original control module includes application-specific 
policies for the application defining application-specific strategies and policies for the 
application (see, for example, column 8, lines 37-39), the original service module includes actual 
code for the application (see, for example, column 13, lines 49-55); and 

(b) a repository that is part of the databases having upgraded class files for the original 
control module and upgraded class files for the original service module (see, for example, meta 
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object database repository 62 and new object class 68 in FIG. 3, and column 6, lines 39-40 and 
52-55), 

(c) wherein the original control module is upgraded by generating an upgraded control 
module defining upgraded application-specific policies relative to the original control module 
(see, for example, column 8, line 55), the upgraded control module being defined by upgraded 
class files (see, for example, new object class 68 in FIG. 3, and column 6, lines 58-60) loaded 
from the system repository that is part of the databases (see, for example, meta object database 
repository 62 in FIG. 3, and column 6, lines 39-40 and 52-55), and wherein the original service 
module is upgraded by creating an upgraded service module using the upgraded control module 
(see, for example, column 8, lines 58-62), the upgraded service module is generated using 
upgraded class files for the upgraded service module loaded from the system repository (see, for 
example, new object class 68 and meta object database repository 62 in FIG. 3, and column 6, 
lines 31-34, 52-55 and 58-60), the application providing online execution services when 
upgrading the original control module and original service module (see, for example, column 4, 
lines 59-63, which shows that the application provides online execution services when upgrading 
the modules). 

With respect to claim 10 (previously presented), the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, 
and the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to those of claim 4 (see the rejection of 
claim 4 above). 
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With respect to claim 1 1 (previously presented), the rejection of claim 10 is incorporated, 
and the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to those of claim 5 (see the rejection of 
claim 5 above). 

With respect to claim 12 (previously presented), the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, 
and the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to those of claim 6 (see the rejection of 
claim 6 above). 

With respect to claim 13 (previously presented), the rejection of claim 12 is incorporated, 
and the limitations recited in the claim are analogous to those of claim 7 (see the rejection of 
claim 7 above). 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Yigdall whose telephone number is (571) 272-3707. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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